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•Comments: 



Examiner Bala, We would like to set up a telephone Interview with you on Oct 1* or 2"- to 
discuss the following points In the attached document. 



Jim Jubinsky 



^ 4* U enVe*/ 
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ISSUES FOR 09/779,604 



DISCUSSION PURPOSES ONLY - NOT TO BE PLACED IN OFFICIAL RECORD 

1} 112 Rejections -This case *- ' 

compound. 2^.**«j£ J"™ .S^iT^oSul. III. was already 
compound formula I). The method to mak ^ Formu ^ ^ ^ 

patented in parent case U.S. p ™" 1 f 1 ®; J™^- lirnit ation where the solvent is different : 
contains the term "reaction promote, and has the >*m ation wh overcame tne ^ 

than the reaction .and I the amendment stating that the \ 

compound SUSSES, higher selectivity and/or yield then trth Lew,* Ac,d e.one. 

Would that help? 



ofc • Office Action should not be final - The enablement rejection is new and not a 
final? We are not sure which is correct? 

enablement as shown above and in MPEP 2164.01 

Stevenson reference (US 6,242,598 B1 ) - Applicants can swear behind the I 
btevenson renrenus v . ■ nvpn:ome the remaining rejection? \\ 



?\ <%tp\/pnson reference uo o,*;^,a»o Di;-npKM«»« — ■ -■ . 

LanS^SSS^I^ld that be enough to overcome the remaining rejection? 
» V Assun^ng for sake of argument that Stevenson is a pnor art reference 

Stevenson Sly n5ps us by stating how difficult it is to get an asymmetric tnazme 
K compounS (^ee co.. 1 Jines 23 to 35) direct* from cyanuric ch.onde using on^i-dj^ 
Crafts chemistry Stevenson best method to make asymmetnc tnazines is to use a three 
step proceTs *see col. 5, lines 50 to 67) that improves upon the four step pnor art 
SSSo from cyanuric chloride to overcome the selectivity Problem see 
Kn 1 lines 36-48) . Stevenson uses aryloxy protecting groups, instead of the 
alkX or a kylthio protecting groups used in the prior art. which eliminates the step of 
makino ^-chloro-4 6-bisaryl-s-triazine. These prior art processes are also mentioned in 
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m , ke asymm Mc twines ft* *- - « '"J*?™^ 

KSttEn ir ^oTnSScrr UTSre^n.on with cyanuric 
chtoride in the first step, in fact, it teaches away from it. 

5, Teaching or suggest*. ^^^^^^VS^^C^ 
is no teaching or suggestion in any of the ^Terences w increase in selectivity 

any of the Office Actions. 

6^ Rebutting Office Action arguments - We would like to make some brief 
comments or f your rebuttals starting on page 1 1 of the office act,on 

•n were onlv trying to state that all examples that you mentioned in Hardy 

1) ^^SwrSiwdlBs2Aa^A2, 15) using Friedel-Crafts chem.stry 
£22 ^ha^de was for symmetrica, triazines. Therefore, there ,s no 
teaching these examples using Freidel-Craft chem.stry to make 

2) SS^SW» dWBUt* make and that Hard^s 
S3SI l which is merely a statement neither supported by Examples 
norhvoriorart reference, that asymmetric bis(aryl)triaz.nes can be made in 
an by rea Jng two moles 

wrong This is supplemented by Stevenson. wh.ch <*™«***" selectivity 
ul m /™i 1 iinp«! 23 to 35} and the references cited therein. 

3) fiSZ^'Z^^ Aid, which is a Lewis Aci^ Hardy 
} does not teach the use of another type of acid. Hardy's acd catalyst » a 

4) Fritesc^enever teaches the combination of Lewis Acid and another type of 
acW in one reaction. More importantly. Fritzsche never teaches that such a 
combSn would lead to selective high yield production of asymmetnc 

5) rlfcTos^ t 
5) X^^n promoter. A direct comparison with rea ^°P J?™ 3 ™ r 

has been made in the application in several examples to demonstrate 

dramatic effect showing the surprising and unexpected selectivity and 

reactivity for the formation of 2-halo-4,6-bisaryl-s-triazines. 

Finally, in the parent application, you gave for reason for allowance: 

-The nmcess for making triazine UV absorber of formula I. with specific Ar, Ar*. R,. R 2 , 
R r! Re ^and Y.usinS Lewis Acid and reaction promoters embraced n instant claims 
was not found to be anticipated or rendered obvious by the prior art of record. The 
same reason should be given for the intermediate of Formula 111 s.nce no prior art 
referenS discloses the preparation of the intermediate using a reaction facilitator 
SgoS Lewis acid and reaction promoter directly from cyanunc hal.de. 
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